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With the approval of Attorney general John Mitchell 
and the knowl^ge of FBI Directo^ J. Edgar Hoover, four 
conversations between Rep. John. Dowdy (D-Tex.) and an 
FBI informant were recorded iJy federal investigators 
during an inquiry into the congressman’s activities, doc- 
uments released by a federal judge disclosed yesterday. 

Armed with a court order,] 

FBI agents wired the inform- 
ant and the informant’s tele- 
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- »phones to record the conver 



sations. On one occasion, they 
escorted him to Dowdy’s Cap- 
itol Hill office, where his con- 



versations with Dowdy were 



taped. 

The' documents contrast 
with statments made by Dep- 
uty Attorney General Richard . 
G. Kleindienst last week, who ^ 
said that the FBI had not , 
“used electronic surveillance’’ ' 
on members of Congress even ^ 
in cases involving possible vio- t 
iatioQ of federal law. ^ 

The documents' also ap- 
peared to contrast with testi- 
mony last month by Hoover 
before Congress. 

Last night, asked to com- 
ment on this apparent contra- 
diction, Robert Stevension, as- 
sistant director of pubUc infor- 
mation of the Justice Depart- 
ment said; 

“If we record a conversation 
and it is directed to us, we do 
not consider it as surveillance 
as such. 

’3ut if you were to talk to 
your mother and we were to 
record it — unknown to you 
— that’s surveillance.” 

Stevenson said the depart- 
ment considered “suiweil- 
lance” to be activity con- 
ducted without the knowledge 
of either party to a conversa- « 
tion. 1 

See DOWDY, A6, Col. 1 
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Court Reveals FBI Bug 



DOWDY, From A1 

Kleindienst*s remarks in a 
CBS television interview last 
week were made in response 
to charges by House Majority 
Leader Hale Boggs (D-La.) 
that the FBI had conducted 
extensive wiretapping and 
electronic surveillance of 
members of Congress. 

On April 7. Rep. John 
Rooney (D-N.Y.), chairman of 
the Appropriations Subcom- 
mittee for state, justice, com- 
merce, the judiciary and re- 
lated agencies, released the 
trtmscript of testimony by 
Hoover on March 17 before 
his Committee. According to 
this transcript. Hoover said; 

“As to surveillancesi when 
our agents have a suspect who 
has violated a federal law un- 
der surveillance and he en- 
ters any of the buildings of 
the Capitol compound the 
agents drop him at the en- 
trance and they never enter 
the building to follow him to 
determine where he goes or 
what congressman or senator 
he may see, notwithstanding 
statements to the contrary,” 

Dowdy’s office, to which the 
informant was escorted by an 
FBI agent, is on the third floor 
of the Rayburn Building. 

The documents made public 
yesterday state that former 
U.S. Attorney Stephen H. 
Sachs, of Maryland, armed 
•with an affidavit from FBI 



agent Lane Bonner, sought 
and gained court permisrion 
to record Dowdy’s conversa- 
tions for a period of ^most 
three weeks in January. 1970. 

The government also ac- 
knowledges in the documents, 
which were ^prepared in re- 
sponse to a motion by Dowdy's 
lawyers to suppress evidence 
that led to the congressman’s 
indictment, that the authority 
to use electronic means to in- 
vestigate Dowdy was approved 
by Mitchell, who then re- 
quested Henry E. Petersen, 
deputy assistant attorney gen- 
eral for the cirminal division, 
to Inform Hoover of the ac 
tion. 



, The entire operation was au- 
thorized by order of Judge 
Roszel Thomsen of the U.S. 
District Court in Baltimore, 
who released the documents 
yesterday. 

Kleindienst could not be 
reached for comment late yes- 
terday. William H. Rehnquist, 
assistant attorney general in 
the office of legal counsel, 
stated: 

“Nothing about the Dowdy 
case is contrary in any way to 
the statements of department 
officials that *the FBI has not 
tapped the telephone of any 
member of the House or Sen- 
ate now or in the past* ” 

, Rehnquist went on to say 
that the U.S. Supreme Court, 
in a decision earlier this 



month, upneid “the right of 
one party to a conversation to 
record what he hears without 
the knowledge of the other.’ 

Dowdy was indicted last 
year on charges of bribery, 
conpsiracy and perjury. He 
faces trial May 3 in Baltimore. 

The documents released yes- 
terday were all related to de- 
fense motions to suppress evi- 
dence allegedly obtained by 
electronic means. The nature 
of the motions had not pre- 
viously been disclosed. Thom- 
sen had previously ordered 
the documents kept sealed 
t^til the trial 

Thomsen fsaid that he de-* 
cided to release the docu- 
ments after The New York 
Times reported yesterday that 
the informant had recorded 
conversations with Dowdy and 
given the tapes to the FBI. 

. Thomsen also said the time 
was ripe to release the docu- 
ments in light of the Supreme 
Court decision cited by 
Rehnquist 

The documents, including , 
defense arguments, govern - 1 
ment arguments and affida-j 
vits, and Thomsen’s opinion) 
on them, state that: 

• Nathan H. Cohen, named 
as a co-conspirator in the Dow- 
dy case but not indicted, went 
to Dowdy's House of Repre- 
sentatives office on Jan, 20, 
1970, and recorded a conver- 
sation there with the congress- i 
1 






ged Dowdy in Office ' ■ 



man. Sachs said yesterday that 
the FBI wired up Cohen with 
a tape recorder and took Co- 
hen *‘right to Dowdy's door.” 

• On Jan. 10, 1970, and Jan. 
28 , 1970, Cohen telephoned 
Dowdy at his House office. 
Both conversations were re- 
corded at Cohen's end of the 
line. 

• On Jan. 13, 1970, COhen, 
sitting in Sachs' office in Bal- 
timore, talked with Dowdy by 
phone. Dowdy was in Texas at 
the time. Sachs' secretary lis- 
tened in on the conversation 
and took shorthand notes, 
which were subsequently tran- 
scribed. 

The surveillance was author- 
ized by Thomsen, the docu- 
ments show, but the judge 
notel at the time that the gov- 
ernment did not actually need 
his authorization, since Cohen 
had given his {permission to 
record the conversations. 
Thomsen's two written orders 
authorized the survillance be- 
tween Jan. 13, 1970, and Feb. 
1, 1970. 

The orders authorized the 
FBI “to intercept by means of 
electronic devices to be 
placed, with the consent of Na- 
than Cohen, on his person, 
and on telephones utilized by 
him, conversations, telephonic 
or in person, between Nathan 
Cohen and Congressman John 
Dowdy.” 

Sachs, who said last week 



that no “wiretaps” had been 
used in the Dowdy investiga- 
tion but said nothing about 
tape recordings, said yester- 
day that the entire surveil- 
lance operation was legal and 
constitutional, but criticized 
the Justice Department's “w- 
mantics.” He acknowledged 
that he had engaged in se- 
mantic subtleties himself. 

“One of the problems of the 
last 10 days has been that the 
(Justice) department has its 
own glossary which it hasn't 
shared with the rest of the 
world over what It means by 
electronic surveillance,” Sacha 
said. 

In response to Boggs, the 
White House, Justice Depart- 
ment and the FBI all denied 
last week that any congress- 
man's phone had b^n tappec^ 
Kleindienst went further, stat- 
ing that no congressman had 
ever been placed under sur- 
veillance by the FBI. 

Boggs has promised to prove 
his assertions but has yet /to 
make any evidence public. 

In Kleindienst'b interview 
with John BLart of CBS last 
week, this exchange took 
place: 

Hart: Mr. Kleindienst, tap- 
ping of course is a narrow 
term in surveillance. There 
are, as you know, electronic 
surveillance, bugging and also 
personal surveillance by 
agents. Would you broaden 



your denial to say that no 
member of Congress has ever 
been placed under surveil- 
lance? j 

Kleindienst: Well, no. If you 
are going to use the broad ^ 
term. There have been a few I 
specific instances where mem- 
bers of Congress have been 
accused of the commission of 
a sk>ecific illegal act. The FBI, 
naturally, would conduct a 
limited investigation with re- 
spect to any such illegal con- 
duct, to determine whether or 
not they had violated the law. 

Hart: What kind of illegal 
conduct? 

Kleindienst: Well, there's 
any act by any citizen that 
would be in violation of a 
federal law. But the issue here 
is whether or not the FBI has 
used electronic surveillance or 
the tapping of telephones of 
senators and congressmen 
even in a case like that — and 
the FBI has not done so.” 

In releasing the documents, 
Thomsen said that Sachs and 
the government attorneys 
“have at all times taken the 
positiod that these papers 
should have been made public 
Immediately after the court’s 
order” denying the defense 
motion was signed Aug. 13, 
1970. Thomsen said that Dow- 
dy's attorneys “have asked the 
court to state that they still 
object to making the aforesaid 
documents public.” 






